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3GPP SA5 thanks ITU-T WP 4/4 & 5/4 for the liaison statement and the attached Draft Rec. “TMN Guidelines for Defining CORBA Managed Objects”.  
3GPP SA5 have reviewed the statement and the attached draft, and would like to make the following comments:

· We look forward to working with you to align our Release 2000 specifications with the emerging ITU-T Recommendations regarding the use of CORBA technology for network management.

· As was suggested by your statement, we intend to use CORBA 2.3 across all 3GPP Release 2000 CORBA Solution Sets. 

· Your draft mandates the sole use of instance-grain approach in that all MO instances must be implemented as a CORBA object with its own interoperable reference (IOR).  Experience of using millions of CORBA objects to represent telecommunication network for real-time network management is lacking.  Experience so far finds such implementation to be unstable and brittle.  We suggest that you remove the requirement that all MO instances shall be instance-grain CORBA objects. 

· Your draft requires Agent to disclose its notification supplier proxy IOR to Manager.  Exposure of Agent IOR to Manager poses serious security risk in that the Manager can destroy Agent’s resources allocated for communication between Agent and all Managers.  The Manager in fact, can destroy the notification federation established by the Agent.  We therefore request your support the 3GPP Notification IRP paradigm in 3G TS 32.106-3 for establishment of notification communication between Manager and Agent that eliminates the risk outlined before.  

· Your draft mandates the implementation of some 120 CORBA methods defined by OMG Notification Service in order for a equipment to claim compliance.  To support our current OA&M requirements, there is no need to use most of the 120 methods.  It is our intention that implementations of 3GPP TS 32.106-3 and 32.111-3 can be accomplished using a subset of the OMG Notification Service.  Thus, we suggest that you amend your conformance clause in way that implementations claiming conformance to Notification Service shall only require the implementation of a subset of methods defined by OMG Notification Service.

· Your draft specifies the use of typed and Structured Event.  3GPP Release 1999 specification uses Structured Event.  3GPP may add support of typed events for its future Releases, using attributes format defined in your draft.  We have no concern here.

For the Structured Event, 3GPP uses minimised tokens for the name field of the name-value pair of the Structured Event.  It minimises the size of Structured Event and facilitates filtering procedure.  We wish your draft to consider the use of these minimised tokens as well.  

We understand your attached draft is based on the current T1M1.5 draft of the same name.  Therefore, this document is also copied to T1M1.5 for its use.  3GPP members will be present in the October T1M1.5 meeting in Montreal to continue the discussion of the points outlined in this document.

Since you may not meet till January next year and we and T1M1.5 will have multiple meetings before then, we may send additional responses to you on this topic before January next year.  
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